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all state laws "which shall seem to them improper," without
specifying in advance what would bo regarded as improper.
Pinckney insisted that "this universal negative was in fact the
corner stone of an efficient national Government." Madison said
that "this prerogative of the General Government is the great
pervading principle that must controul the centrifugal tendency
of the States; which, without it, will continually fly out of their
proper orbits and destroy the order & harmony of the political
system," Wilson pointed out that individuals are not bound by
some laws and left free to judge whether or not they will obey
others, So with states, "Federal liberty is to States, what civil
liberty is to private individuals. And States are not more un-
willing to purchase it, by the necessary concession of their
political sovereignty, than the savage is to purchase Civil liberty
by the surrender of the personal sovereignty which he enjoys in
a State of nature. A definition of the cases in which the Negative
should be exercised, is impracticable. A discretion must be left
on one side or the other. Will it not be most safely lodged on
the side of the National Government?"
Here were some of the strongest statements yet advanced in
favor of a general government to which the separate states
would yield their sovereignty in respect to legislation. Only the
three largest states—Massachusetts, Pennsylvania, and Virginia-
voted aye, Delaware was divided, and all the others voted no.
It seemed, on May 31, well enough to agree that the national
legislature must be paramount to the state legislatures, in speci-
fied cases, but how could its supremacy be made effective? The
final clause in the sixth resolution faced the issue and empowered
the national legislature "to call forth the force of the union
against any member of the union, failing to fulfil it's duty under
the articles thereof."
The proposal was so remote from American experience that
it is no wonder it was hardly discussed. Gerry of Massachusetts
foolishly suggested that the clause ought to be expressed in
language which the people could not understand, to save them
from alarm. His idea, according to Pierce, was "rejected on ac-
count of its artifice" Madison, recurring to Mason's arguments
of the day before, again pointed out that there is no way to
apply force "collectively and not individually." The use of force
against a state "would look more like a declaration of war, than

